UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION VII
726 MINNESOTA AVENUE
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

IN THE MATTER OF
SHELLER-GLOBE CORPORATION
- KEOKUK DIVISION

Keokuk, lowa

Docket No. 87-H-0003
COMPLAINT, COMPLIANCE ORDER

: AHD
Respondent
NOTICE OF OPPORTUMITY FOR

Proceedings Under $§3008(a)

of the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act, of 1976, as
Amended, 42 U.S.C. §6928 (1934)
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This Complaint, Compliance Order and Hotice of Opportunity for Hearing
is issued pursuant to Section 3008(a)(1) and (g) of the Solid Waste Disposal
Act as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA),
and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, 42 ©.S.C. §6928(a)(1)
and (g), and in accordance with the United States Envirommental Protection
Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Pemnits,
40 C.F.R. Part 22 (1980). “The Complainant is the Regional Administrator,
United States Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter "EPA"), Region
VII. The Respondent is Sheller-Globe Corporation -Keokuk Division, an
Iowa corporation.

As @ result of an inspection performed by EPA on August 27 and 28,
1985, the Complainant has determined the Respondent to be in violation:
of the rules and/or regulations found at 40 C.F.R. §262.11, §262.20(a),
§270.71(a) (1), §270.71(a)(3), §265.171, 8265.173(a), §265.177(c), $265.35,
§265.14(b), S265.31; $265.15, §265.16, $265.51, $265.13, $265.14(c),
§265.34 and §265.147(a). Ta

The Complaint below establishes the violations and proposes a civil
- penalty for the violations pursuant to Section 3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. :
§6928(g) (1984). Said penalty is based on the seriousness of the violation,
the threat of harm to public health or the environment, and the efforts of
the Respondent to comply with the applicable requirements.
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COMPLAINT
COUNT 1
1. Respondent cwns and operates a facility (hereinafter "Facility”)
that manufactures padded instrument and door panels for automotive applications.
The Facility is located at 3200 Main, Keokuk, Iowa.

2. On July 17, 1980, Respondent filed with the Adwinistrator of EPA a
Hotification of Hazardous Waste Activity pursuant to Section 3010 of RCRA
indicating that Respondent generated and treated, stored or disposed of
hazardous waste fdentified as FO02, FO03, FOO5 and FO17 (since deleted)
at 40 C.F.R. §261.31; hazardous waste identified as DOO1 at 40 C.F.R.
§261.21; hazardous waste fdentified as DOOO at 40 C.F.R. §261.24: and
hazardous waste identified as U002, U159, U161, U220, U223, U224, and
U236 at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(f). On June 12, 1983, Respondent amended its
notification by indicating it was a transporter of hazardous waste, added
hazardous wastes identified as U121, U140, U116 and U219 at 40 C.F.R.
§261.33(f) and hazardous waste identified as POS0 at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(e);
and deleted hazardous waste identified as FO17 at 40 C.F.R. §261.31, and
hazardous wastes identified as U229 and U238 at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(f).

3. On November 17, 1980, Respondent filed with the Admfaistratar'
of EPA a Part A of the Hazardous Waste Permit Application.

4. By filing a timely notification and Part A application,
Respondent achieved Interim Status pursuant to Section 3005(e) of RCRA,
42 U.S.C. §6925(e).

5. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §262.11 requires that a person
who generates a solid waste, as defined in 40 C.F.R. §262.2, must determine
if that waste is a hazardous waste, using the methods stated in :
40 C.F.R. §262.11(a) through (c). :

6. Based upon information obtained by EPA during the August 27 and
28, 1985 EPA inspection, it was determined that Respondent was generating
waste paint filters, waste cleaning vat residue and waste cleaning solution
and had not determined if those wastes were hazardous wastes in violation
of 40 C.F.R. §262.11. -

7. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. $6928(g) and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 1 through 6, it is proposed that a
civil penalty in the amount of $1,100 be assessed for Respondent's not
determining whether solid wastes it generates are hazardous wastes.

COUNT 11

8. The allegations of pafagraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged. ; . :
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9.> The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §262.20(a) states:

“A generator who transports or offers for transportation,
hazardous waste for off-site treatment, storage, or disposal
must prepare a Manifest OME Control Wumber 2000-0404 on

EPA Form 8700-22... according to the instructions included
in the Appendix to Part 262."

10. Based upon information provided to EPA by Respondent during the
August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it was determined that Respondent
had not prepared manifests for hazardous waste solvents transported from
its facility by and to Safety-Kleen Corporation on £PA Form 8700-22 in
accordance with the instructions in the Appendix to Part 262, and in
violation of 40 C.F.R. §262,20(a). L

11. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S8.C. 96928(g) and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 8 through 10, it is proposed that a ~
civil penalty in the amount of §1,100 be assessed for Respondent's not
preparing proper hazardous waste manifests.

COUNT I1I

i o o oo S .

12. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through & are herein incorporated
and realleged. : . ;

13. PRespondent's Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application dated
Hovember 17, 1980, indicated that Respondent intended to store on-site
at the Facility in containers, the following hazardous wastes identified
in 40 C.F.R. Part 261: FO002, FOO3, U140, U223, U229, U238, FO17, FOOS,
U002, U159, U161 and U220. On July 5, 1983, Respondent amended its Part
A Application to, among other items, delete the hazardous waste identified
at 40 C.F.R. Part 261 as FD17, from the 1ist of hazardous wastes stored
onsite. ; : :

14, The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §270.71(a) states:

“During the interim status period the facility shall
not: ; _

{1) Treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste not
specified 1n Part A of the permit application ..."

15. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent was storing on-site at the Facility in
containers the following hazardous wastes that were not specified in
Respondent's Part A application in violation of 40 C.F.R. §270.71(a)(1}:
(a) 117 G5-gallon containers of EP Toxic paint sludge; {b) 40 65-gallon
containers of ignitable waste paint; (c) an unknown number of £5-gallon
containers of ignitable waste paint selvent; (d) an unknown number of
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bottles of waste laboratory chemicals that have been classified as :
hazardous waste by Respondent but have not been given a specific hazardous
waste classification: and (e) an unknown number of 55-gallon containers.

of corrosive hazardous waste. :

16. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
ypon the allegations stated in paragraphs 12 through 15, it 1s proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $1,200 be assessed for Respondent's
storing on-site, hazardous wastes not fdentified in its Part A Application.

COUNT IV

17. The allecations of paragraphs 1 through 4.and 13 are herein
{ncorporated and realleged.

18. PRespondent's Part A Permit Application dated November 17, 1980,
indicated that the hazardous waste container storage capacity of the
Facility would be 11,000 gallons. ' : gt

19, The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §270.71(a) states:

“During the interim status period the facility shall
not:

... (3) Exceed the design capacities specified in
Part A of the permit application.”

20. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent was storing on-site 266 55-gallon con-
tainers (approximately 14,630 gallons) of hazardous waste, in violation
of 40 C.F.R. £270.71(a)(3).

21. During the September 14, 1983 1nspection conducted by IDHAHM,'
it was noted that Respondent relocated the drum storage area.

22, On March 9, 1984, IDWAWM requested Respbndent to submit the
facility closure plan.

23. The regulation found in 40 CFR §265.112 requires the owner or
operator submit his closure plan to the Regional Administrator at least
180 days before the date he expects to begin closure when the date when
elosure commences should be within 30 days after the date on which the
owner or operator expects to recefve the final volume of wastes.

24. Respondent failed to submit the closure plan to EPA or 1DWAWM
for the drum storage area specified in the revised part A application .
dated 7-5-83 before relocating the drum storage area, in violatien of B
40 CFR §265.112. ol s e : :

25, Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, U.S.C. §6928(g), and based upon -
the allegations stated in paragraphs 17 through 20,1t is proposed that
a civil penalty in the amount of $1,100 be assessed for Respondent's
exceeding {ts hazardous waste storage capacity. &
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It is proposed that no penalty assessed for Respondent's failure
to submit & closure plan at least 180 days before the date he expects
to begin closure.

CouNT_ ¥
26. The allegations of paragraphs i through 4 are hersin’ facorporated
and realleged. .

© 27. The regulation found at 40 c,r.x, §265.171 states:

"1f a container holding hazardous waste is not in good

condition, or if it begins to leak, the owner or

operator must transfer the hazardous waste from this

container to a container that is in good condition, or

manage the waste in some other way that compiies with
~ the requirements of this part.” /

- 28. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent was storing hazardous waste in containers
that were leaking or were badly bulged and/or dented and had not transferred
the hazardous waste from these containers into containers that were in
good condition, or in some other way Comp!ied with the requirements of
40 CFR Part 265 in vielatien of 40 C.F.R, $§265.171.

29, Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA 42 U.S.C. $6928(g), and based upon :
the allegations stated in paragraphs 22 through 24, it is proposed that a
civil penalty in the amount of $9,100 be assessed for Respondent's
stering hazardous waste in Teaking and damaged ccntainers

COUNT V1

: 30.  The a11egat1nns of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated :
and realleged. :

31. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.173(a) states:

"A container holding hazardous waste must always
be closed during storege, except when 1t is necessary
to add or remove waste."

32, At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
- was determined that Respondent was storing hazardous waste in containers
- whose 1ids did not fit the container bodies, in violation of 40 C.F.R.
§265.173(a).

33. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 ¥.S.C. $6928(g) and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 26 through 28, it is propased that a
civil penalty in the amount of $9,100 be assessed for Respondent's storing
hazardous waste in open containers ;
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COUNT V11

34. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

35. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R, §265.177(c) states:

“A storage container holding a hazardous waste that is
incompatible with any waste or other materials stored
nearby in other containers, piles, open tanks, or
surface impoundments must be separated from the
other materials or protected from them by means of a
dike, berm, wall, or other device.”

36. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent was storing containers of waste methylene
chloride and waste corrosives, which are incompatible with each other, at
its hazardous waste storage area, without there being a dike, berm, wall
or other device to separate them, in viclation of 40 C.F.R. §265.177(c).

37. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. $6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 30 through 32, it is propesed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $7,150 be assessed for Respondent's
storing containers holding incompatible hazardous waste vwithout a device
separating the containers.

i

: 38. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incerporated
and realleged.

39. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265,35 states:

“The owner or operator must maintain aisle space to
allow the unobstructed movement of personnel, fire

- protection equipment, spill control equipment, and
decontamination equipment to any area of facility
operation in an emergency, unless aisle space is not
needed for any of these purposes.”

40. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent was not wmaintaining adecuate aisle space
for containers of hazardous waste being stored against the metal "mixing
house” building, in violation of 40 C.F.R. $265.35.

41. Pursuant to $3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 34 through 36, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $7,150 be assessed for Respondent's
not maintaining adequate aisle space for containers of hazardous waste ‘
being stored at its hazardous waste storage area.
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COUNT_IX

42. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

43. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. $265.14(b) states:

k]

« + o @ facility must have:

{1) A 24-hour surveillance system (e.g., television

monitoring or surveillance by guards of facility

personnel) which continuously monitors and controls
~ entry onto the active portion of the facility; or

(2)(1) An artificial or natural barrier (e.q¢., a fence
in good repair or a fence combined with a c1iff)
which completely surrounds the facility .

44. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was observed that Respondent's security fence had become badly overgrown
with vegetation, had pulled away from support poles at several locations,
was cut at one location, and had a large gap in it at one corner of the
storage area, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.14(b).

45. Pursuant to $3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 38 through 40, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $330 be assessed for Respondent's
~ not maintaining its security fence.

COUNT X

46. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein 1ncorpcrated
and realleged. :

47. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.31 states:

"Facilities must be maintained and operated to minimize

~ the possibility of a fire, explosion, or any unplanned
sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents to air, seil, or surface
water which could threaten human health or the
enviruﬂmant.

48, At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's hazardous. waste storage area contained
significant quantities of wood, brush, paper, and other trash which would
jncrease the potential for a fire at the storage area. Respondent also
was storing hazardous waste !aboratony chemicals in two cardboard boxes
located at the facility "mixing house.” These containers were not being
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stored in a manner to minimize the patenéﬁa? of a leak or rupture from
occurring. Both of these conditions cause the Respondent to be in
violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.31.

49. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. $6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 42 through 44, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $7,150 be assessed for Respondent's
not maintaining its hazardous waste storage facility to minimize the
possibility of a fire or release of hazardous waste.

COUNT XI

50. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

51. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R, §265.15 states, in part:

* . . (b)(1) the owner or operator must develop and
follow a written schedule for inspecting all monitoring
equipment, safety and emergency equipment, security
devices, and operating and structural equipment

{such as dikes and sump pumps) that are important to
preventing, detecting or responding to environmental

or human health hazards.

. . . {3) The schedule must identify the types of
problems (e.g., malfunctions or deterioration} which
are to be looked for during the inspection . . . . At
a minimum, the inspection schedule must include the
{tems and frequencies called for in §265.174 . . .

. . . {c) The owner or operator must remedy any deteri-
oration or malfunction of equipment or structures which
the inspection reveals on a schedule which ensures that
the problem does not lead to an envirvonmental or human

health hazard . . . . :

(d) The owner or operator must record inspections in

an inspection log or summary . . . . At a minimum, these
records must include the date and time of the inspection,
the name of the inspector, a violation of the observations
made, and the date and nature of any repairs or other
remedial actions." ; '

52. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it was
‘determined that Respondent's inspection schedule and inspection procedures
did not address the following: . ;

{a) the schedule does mot address all necessary
{tems such as safety and emergency equipment, end
security devices.
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% 2 s~ 4e) 1nspections are not a?ways conductad on a weekly
: basis. o

(d) for those 1tems requiring daily -inspections, dai]y G
inspections are not being docamented e

{e) for ftams deemed to be umacceptable during an
inspection, the log sheets do not list the date and
nature of the remedial action taken.

Fach of these def'iciencfes‘ fs in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.15.

53, Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA 42 U.8.C: 56928(&) and besed
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 46 through 48, it is propcsed
. that a civil penalty in the amount of $450 be assessed for Respondent £
. not prﬂperly inspecting its facility.

CQU%T XIT

5 54 The a1legat?0ns of paragraphs 1 through 4 are harein 1ncorparated Fi
ané~rea11¢ged ;

- §5. The regulatinn found at 40 CFRe §265.16 states, in part

"{a} (1) Facility personneT st succezsful1y complete
a program of classroom instruction or on-the-job

. training that teaches them to perform their duties in a
way that ensures the faciiity S comp?iance with the
requirements of this part.

i {b) Facility persanne) must success%u?ly complete the
program required in paragraph (a) of this section within
six months after the effective date of these regulations

or six months after the date of their employment or
assignment to a facility, or to a new position at a
facility whichever is later.

(¢) Facility personnel must take part in an annual.
review of the initial training required in paragraph (a)
of thfs sectien.

(d) The owner or oper&tor must maintdin‘the»fd?lowing
documents and records at the facility: :

. « + (3) A written description of the type and amount
of both introductory and continuing training that

will be given to each person filling a pasition Tisted
under paragraph (d)(1) of this section.”
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56. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's personnel training program contained the
following deficiencies: - :

(2) the training plan did not specifically identify
the training that is to be provided to the persons in
each position included in the plan,

(b) the most recent training (August and September 1384)
was not provided to all persons/positions identified
in the training plan.

{¢) Some of the persons/positions who received the
1984 training had not received updated training within
a year after the 1984 session.

These deficiencies are in violation of 40 C.F.R, §265.186.
57, 1t is proposed that no penalty be assessed for this violation.
COUNT XIIT

58, The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

59. The regulatfon found at 40 C.F.R. §265.51 states that "each
owner or operator must have a contingency plan for his facility.”

60. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.52 describes what fs
required in a contingency plan. This regulation states, in part:

"(a) The contingency plan must describe the
actions facility personnel must take to comply
with §§265.51 and 265.56 in response to fires,
-explosions, or any unplanned sudden or non-
“sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous

- waste constituents to air, soil, or surface
water at the facility. . . .

(c) The plan must describe arrangements agreed
to by local police departments, fire departments,
hospitals, contractors, and State and local
emergency response teams to coordinate emergency
services, pursuant to §265.37.

.{d) The plan must 1ist names, addresses, and
phone numbers (office and home) of all persons
qualified to act as emergency coordinator (see
§265.55), and this list must be kept up to
date. Where more than one person is listed, one
must be named as primary emergency coordinator
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and others must be l1isted in the order in which
they will assume responsibility as altarnates,

{e) The plan must include a 1ist of al1 emergency ;
equipment at the facility (such as fire extinguishing
systems, spill control equipment, communications

and alarm systems (internal and external), and
decontamination equipment), where this equipmwent is
required. This 1ist must be kept up to date. In
addition, the plan must include the location and &
physical descriptien of esach tiem on the 1isg, and

2 brief outline of its capabilities.

{f) The plan must include an evacuation plan for
facility personnel where there 18 a possibility
that evacuation could be necessary. This plan musi
describe signal{s} to be used to begin evacuation,
evacuation routes, and alternate evacuation

routes could be blacked by releases of hazardous
waste or fires)."

§1. AL the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's contingency plan contained the following
deficiencies: ;

(a) the plan lists three emergency coordinators, none
of which is designated as the "primary” coordinator.

{b) the plan does not describe arrangements agreed to by
the local emergency response authorities.

{¢) the plan does not include an evacuation plan or map.

(4) the plan does not include a description of
available emergency response equipment. ;

These deficiencies are in viclatfon of 40 C.F.R. §265.52.
§2. It is proposed that no penalty be assessed for these violations,
EOUNT XIV ‘

63. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorparated'x
and realleged. ) :

64. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. 8265.13 states, in part:

"{a)(1) Refore an owner or operator treats, stores, or A :
disposes of any hazardous waste, he must obtain a _ e
detailed chemical and physical analysis of a » ‘ :
representative sample of the waste. At a minimum,

e o
% L
R il
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this analysis must contain all the information which
must be known to treat, store, or dispose of the
‘waste in accordance with the requirements of this part

.+ . (b) The ouner or operator must develop‘and follow
a written waste analysis plan which describes the
procedures which he will carry out to comply with

- paragraph (a) of this section. He must keep this plan
at the facility. At a minimum the plan must specify:

(1) The parémeters for which each hazardous
waste wil) be analyzed and the rationale for
the selectfon of these parameters . . . .

(2) The test methods which will be used to
test for these parapeters, fand} o

. +-« (#) The frequency with which the initial
analysis of the waste will be reviewed or
‘repeated to ensure that the analysis is
accurate and up to date."”

65. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's waste ana}ysis plan contained the
following deficiﬁncias' :

{a) ~ The plan does not include corrosive wastes
generated at the facility, 3 :

(b) The plan does not 1ist specific test methods
for each waste generated

{¢) The frequency of ana1ysis‘9f each waste is
vague and nonfspecifie; and ;

(d) Al parameters of concern are not listed for
some wastestreams (i.e., EP toxicity testing fOr
v paint wastes that contain lead). ;

Also, Respandent was staring waste laboratory chemicals in two
cardboard boxes in the facility "mixing building” without having :
cbtained a detailed chemical end physical anaiysfs of this waste, 1n
violation of 2656.13(a)(1). e

Each of these items is in violation of 40 C.F.R. 5265.13.

66. 1t is proposed that ﬁo pena?ty’be assessed for these vie!atiens.
‘ ' COUNT XV

67. The allegations of para@raphs 1 through 4 are herein-inébfporétéd
and realleged.
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62. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.34 states:

"(a) Whenever hazardous waste is being poured,
mixed, spread, or otherwise handled, all person-
nel involved in the operation must have fmmediate
access to an internal alarm or emergency communi-
cation device, either directly or through visual
or voice contact with another employee, unless
such a device 1s not reguired under §265.32.

(b) If there is ever just one employee on the
premises while the facility is operating, he must
have immediate access to a device, such as a
telephone (immediately available at the scene of
operation) or a hand-held two-way radio, capable
of summoning external emergency assistance, unless
such a device 1s not required under $265.32.°

69. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent does not have an alarm or communication
device located in its hazardous waste storage area, in violation of
40 C.F.R. §265.34.

70. 1t is proposed that no penalty be assessed for this violation.
COUNT XVI

71. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged. s ‘

72. ReSpondent demonstrated financial assurance for liability for
sudden accidental occurrences for fiscal years ending in 1982 through 1985.

.73, 1In a September 9, 1986 letter, Eastern and Smith, Respondent's
consulting firm, advised EPA of Respondent's continued lack of success
in finding a carrier willing to provide insurance coverage for sudden
accidental occurrences and Respondent's inability to meet the financial
test for establishing financial assurance for 1fability for sudden
accidental occurrences.

74. 1n October, 1986, Respondent submitted to EPA documentation of
Respondent's unsuccessful efforts to secure 1iability insurance for sudden
accidental occurrences. :

76.° In an October 16, 1986 letter, Respondent notified EPA of its
failure to obtain the liability coverage for sudden accidental occurrences
and its willingness to, immediately upon EPA approval, {mplement the
closure plan for the hazardous waste storage areas. s a
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76. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a) requires that an
owner or operator of a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal
facility, or a group of such facilities, must demonstrate financial
responsibility for bodily injury and property damage to third parties
caused by sudden accidental occurrences arising from operations of the
facility or group of facilities.

77. Respondent is in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a).
78. 1t is proposed that no penalty be assessed for this violation.
COMPLIANCE ORDER

79. 1T 1S WEREBY ORDERED that the total penalty of $44,930 shall be
made by certified or cashier's check payable to "Treasurer of the United
States” and remitted to the Regional Hearing Clerk, .S, Environmental
- protection Agency, Region VII, P.O. Rox 360743M, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania,
15251,

80. IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that Sheller Globe Corporation take the
following corrective actions within the time periods specified:

(a) Within 30 days of receipt of this Order, determine if waste
paint filters, waste cleaning vat residue, and waste cleaning solutions
generated at the facility are hazardous wastes in accordance with
40 C.F.R. §262.11.

{b) Immediately upen determining if any or all of the wastes 1isted
in paragraph 8(a) are hazardous, begin to handle these wastes in accordance
with the requirements of 40 C.F.R, Parts 260 through 270.

{¢) Immediately upon receipt of this Order, begin té use the proper
nazardous waste manifests in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §262.20(a) for the
hazardous waste transported 1o Safety-Kleen Corporation.

: (d4) Within 46 days of receipt of this Gféer, submit to EPA & revised
part A Mazardous Yaste Permit Application 1isting all hazardous waste
that were not indicated on Respondent's previouys Part A Applications.

{e) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA a copy of
the hazardous waste manifest used to ship off-site that hazardous waste
which was being stored in excess of Respondent's designed storage capacity.

(f) Within 5 days of receipt of this Order, separate all containers
of waste methylene chloride from containers of waste corrosives or install
_a dike, berm, wall or other device between them, ~

(g) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA a copy of
the revised inspection schedule and 1og written in accordance with

40 C,F.R. §265.15.
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(n ﬁitﬁin 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA documentation
that all personnel training deficiencies have been corrected.

(1) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA the
gevised Facility Contingency Plan, written in accordance with 40 C.F.R.
265.52. ' ‘

(i) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA the
revised Waste Analysis Plan, written in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §265.13.

(k) Within 30 days of receipt of this Order, install an alamm or
emergency communication device in the hazardous waste storage area.

(1) Within 3 days of receipt of this Order, move the bottles containing
hazardous waste laboratory chemicals to the designated hazardous waste
storage area and store them in a wanner to minimize possible leakage from
the bottles.

(m) Within 30 days of receipt of this Order, obtain a detailed
chemical and physical analysis of a representative sample of the waste
laboratory chemicals and send the analytical results to EPA,

(n) Submit to EPA, within 30 days of receipt of EPA's comments on
Respondent's closure plan, an amended closure plan addressing EPA's comments.

(o) Upon approval by EPR, immediately implement the closure plan in
accordance with such plan.

(p) Establish and thereafter maintain 1iability coverage for sudden
accidental occurrences in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a) or cbtain
an alternate mechanism (i.e., a letter of credit) which shall be reviewed
and approved by EPA to assure payment of 1iability judgments for the
interim period of time prior to closure,

{a) Submit to EPA monthly reports regarding activities to establish
1iability coverage for sudden accidental occurrences or acquire an alternate
mechanism discussed in paragraph 80(p).

'81. A1l information required to be submitted by this Order shall be
sent to Jane Werheltz, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 726 HMinnesota
Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.
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HOTICE OF OPPORTUMITY TO REQUEST A HEARING

82. In accordance with Section 3008(b) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(b)
(1984), the Compliance Order shall become final unless Respondent files
an answer, in writing, and requests a public hearing in writing no later
than thirty (30) days after service of the Complaint, Compliance Order
and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing.

83. A written answer to the Complaint and Compliance Order and the
request for hearing must satisfy the requirements of 4C C.F.R, §22.15 (1980)
of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment
of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, a copy of
which is attached hereto. The answer and request for hearing must be filed
with the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region VII, 726 Minnesota Avenue,
Kansas City, Kansas 66101. A copy of the answer and request for hearing
and copies of any subsequent documents filed in this action should be sent
to Jane Werholtz, at the above described address. ;

84. Respondent's failure to file a written answer and request for a
hearing within thirty (30) days of service of this Complaint, Compliance
Order, and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing will constitute a binding
admission of all allegations contained in the Complaint and a waiver of
Respondent's right to a hearing. A Default Order may thereafter be issued
by the Regional Administrator, and the total civil penalty proposed herein
shall become due and payable without further proceedings. ‘

SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

85, Whether or not Respondent requests a hearing, an informal
conference may be requested in order to discuss the facts of this case and
to arrive at settlement, To reguest a settlement conference, please write
to Jane Werholtz U.S. EPA, Region VII, 726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City,
Kansas 66101, or call her at 913/236-2809.

86. Please note that a reguest for an informal settlement conference
does not extend the thirty (30) day period during which a written answer
and request for a hearing must be submitted. The informal conference
procedure may be pursued simultaneously with the adjudicatory procedure.

87. EPA encourages all parties against whom a civil penalty is propesé&a
to pursue the possibilities of settlement as a result of informal conference.
However, no penalty reduction will be made simply because such a conference

is held. Any settlement which may be reached as a result of such a conference

shall be embodied in a written Consent Agreement and Consent Order issued by
the Regional Administrator, EPA, Region VII. The issuance of such a Consent
Agreement and Consent Order shall constitute a waiver of Respondent's right
to request a hearing on any matter stipulated te therein. :

e
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g8, If Respondent has neither effected a settlement by informal
conference nor requested a hearing within the thirty (30) day time period
allowed by the Complaint, Compliance Order and Notice of Cpportunity for
Hearing, the penalties will be assessed without further proceedings and
Respo?dent will be notified by EPA that the penalties have become due and |
payable.

Date Horris Kay
Regional Administrator
1.5, Environmental Protection Agency
Region VII

Date A Jane Werholtz
Attorney, Office of Regional Counsel
4.5. Environmental Protection Agency
Region VII

Attachment
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that the original and one true and correct copy of the
foregoing Complaint, Compliance Order and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing
were hand delivered to the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region VII,
726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City, Kensas 66101, and a true and correct
copy together with a copy of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing
the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or
suspension of Permits, were sent certified mail, return receipt requested
to: Richard L. Adkins, Environmental/Safety Coordinator, Sheller-Globe
Corporation -Keokuk Division, 1200 Main Street, Keokuk, Iowa 52627 and

C. T. Corporation System, Registered Agent, 2222 Grand Avenue, Des Moines,
Iowa 50312 on this  day of . 1987,

Mary 5. Belvill

Enclosure

cc: Pete Hamlin
lowa Department of Natural Resources




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION VII
726 MINNESOTA AVENUE
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

IN THE MATTER OF
SHELLER-GLOBE CORPORATION
- KEOKUK DIVISION

Keokuk, Iowa

Docket No. 87-H-0003
COMPLAINT, COMPLIANCE ORDER

AND
Respondent

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR

Proceedings Under §3008(a)

of the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act, of 1976, as
Amended, 42 U.S.C. §6928 (1984)

HEARING

T et e e e e e e e et S et N

PRELIMIMARY STATEMENT

This Complaint, Compliance Order and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing
is issued pursuant to Section 3008(a)’l) and (g) of the Solid Waste Disposal
Act as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA),
and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, 42 U.S.C. §6928(a)(1)
and (g), and in accordance with the United States Environmental Protection
Agency's Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits,
40 C.F.R. Part 22 (1980). The Complainant is the Regional Administrator,
United States Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter "EPA"), Region
VII. The Respondent is Sheller-Globe Corporation -Keokuk Division, an
Iowa corporation.

As a result of an inspection performed by EPA on August 27 and 28,
1985, the Complainant has determined the Respondent to be in violation
of the rules and/or regulations found at 40 C.F.R. §262.11, §262.20(a),
§270.71(a) (1), §270.71(a)(3), §265.171, §265.173(a), $§265.177(c), §265.35,
§265.14(b), §265.31, §265.15, §265.16, §265.51, §265.13, §265.14(c),
§265.34 and §265.147(a).

The Complaint below establishes the violations and proposes a civil
penalty for the violations pursuant to Section 3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C.
§6928(g) (1984). Said penalty is based on the seriousness of the violation,
the threat of harm to public health or the environment, and the efforts of
the Respondent to comply with the applicable requirements.
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COMPLAINT
COUNT I

1. Respondent owns and operates a facility (hereinafter "Facility")

Page e -of -slgitean oo

that manufactures padded instrument and door panels for automotive applications.

The Facility is located at 3200 Main, Keokuk, Iowa.

2. On July 17, 1980, Respondent filed with the Administrator of EPA a
Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity pursuant to Section 3010 of RCRA
indicating that Respondent generated and treated, stored or disposed of
hazardous waste identified as F002;” FO03; F005” and F017 (since deleted)
at 40 C.F.R. §261.31; hazardous waste identified as DO0O17at 40 C.F.R.
§261.21; hazardous waste identified as D000%at 40 C.F.R. §261.24; and
hazardous waste identified as U0024 U159, U161, U220{1U223, U224, and
U236 at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(f). On June 12, 1983, Respondent amended its
notification by indicating it was a transyorter of hazardous waste; added
hazardous wastes idertified as U121, U140, Ull6 and U219 -at 40 C.F.R.
§261.33(f) and hazardous waste identified as P050-at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(e);
and deleted Hazardous waste identified as E017 at 40 C.F.R. §261.31, and
hazardous wastes identified as U229 and U238 at 40 C.F.R. §261.33(f).

3. On November 17, 1980, Respondent filed with the Administrator
of EPA a Part A of the Hazardous Waste Permit Application. '

4. By filing a timely notificatict and Part A application, . .
Respondent achieved Interim Status pursuant to Section 3005(e) of RCRA,
42 U.S.C. §6925(e). ies

5. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §262.11 requires that a person
who generates a solid waste, as defined in 40 C.F.R. §262.2, must determine
if that waste is a hazardous waste, using the methods stated in ‘

40 C.F.R. §262.11(a) through (c).

6. Based upon information obtained by EPA during the August 27 and
28, 1985 EPA inspection,. it was determined that Respondent was generating
waste paint filters, waste cleaning vat residue and waste cleaning solution
and had not determined—if those—wastes—were hazardous wastes in violation
of 40 C.F.R. §262.11."

7. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g) and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 1 through 6, it is proposed that a
civil penalty in the amount of $1,100 be assessed for Respondent's not
determining whether solid wastes it generates are hazardous wastes.

COUNT II

8. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

sr # G
{7¢ffff
¢
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9. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §262.20(a) states:

"A generator who transports or offers for transportation,
hazardous waste for off-site treatment, storage, or disposal
must prepare a Manifest OMB Control Number 2000-0404 on

EPA Form 8700-22... according to the instructions included
in the Appendix to Part 262."

August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it was determined that Respondent
had not prepared manifests for hazardous waste solvents transported from
its facility by and to Safety-Kleen Corporation on EPA Form 8700-22 in
accordance with the instructions in the Appendix to Part 262, and in
violation of 40 C.F.R. §262.20(a).

10. Based upon information provided to EPA by Respondent during the fﬁﬁglcilufni
€

11. Pursuant to $3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g) and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 8 through 10, -it is proposed that a
civil penalty in the amount of $1,100 be assessed for Respondent's not
preparing proper hazardous waste manifests. " Fo 5

COUNT III

12. The a]]égations,of ﬁaragraphs 1 through 4 are hereih'incorporated
and realleged. ' N ;

13. Respondent's Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application dated
November 17, 1980, indicated that Respondent intended to store on-site
at the Facility in containers, the following hazardous wastes identified
in 40 C.F.R, Part 261: FO0Z, F0037 'U140, ©223, U229, U238, FO17, F005, —
UOOZ,\U159, U161 and U220.  On July 5, 1983, Respondent amended its Part
A Application to, among other items, delete the hazardous waste identified
at 40 C.F.R. Part 261 as F017, from the 1ist of hazardous wastes stored
onsite. .

14. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §270.71(a) states:

"During the interim status period the facility shall
not:

(1) Treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste not
specified in Part A of the permit application ..."

15. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it

was determined that Respondent was storing on-site at the Facility in F%‘"o
containers the following hazardous wastes that were not specified in #17

Respondent's Part A application in violation of 40 C.F.R. §270.71(a)(1): 21y
(a) 117 55-gallon containers of EP Toxic paint sludge; (b) 40 55-gallon’
containers of ignitable waste paint; (c) an unknown number of 55-gallon
containers of ignitable waste paint solvent; (d) an unknown number of

a1 dhams q TP Toxic }:’W"\‘f -'JM(:/&(" £ 1 0”% %‘\ﬂz/

Mlho drums ? i'g'm'“f«’-[:/(. st 77@.‘,\‘} ; ?ﬂff TR T ™3
D) H12 . grorl ROV 3
4) pog 4 undn  tah wato
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bottles of waste laboratory chemicals that have been classified as
hazardous waste by Respondent but have not been given a specific hazardous
waste classification; and (e) an unknown number of 55-gallon containers
of corrosive hazardous waste.

=Irosive ,

16. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragrap through 15, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of<§?§§§§i:i>assessed for Respondent's
storing on-site, hazardous wastes not \identiffed in its Part A Application.

COUNT IV

17. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 and 13 are herein
1ncorporated and realleged.

18 Respondent's Part A Permit Application dated November 17, 1980,
indicated that the hazardous waste container storage capac1ty of the

Facility would be 11,000 gallons.
> o Reo So sellon daams

19, The regu]at1on found at 40 C.F.R. §270. 71(a) states:

“Dur1ng the 1nter1m status period the facility shall

not:
e Exceed the des1gn capac1t1es specified in : »
Part A of the perrmt application.” . 7@%900 elraang
- - anF A il
20. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA,1nspect1on it WP S
- was determined that Respondent was storing on- site 266_55- gallon con- C; 1.

tainers (approximately 14,630 gal]ons) of hazardous waste, in violation
of 40 C.F.R. 6270 71(a)(3)

21, During the September 14, 1983 inspectidn conducted by IDWAWM,
it was noted that Respondent relocated the drum storage area.

22. On March 9, 1984, IDWAWM requested Respondent to submit the
facility closure plan. :

23. The regulation found in 40 CFR §265.112 requires the owner or
operator submit his closure plan to the Regional Administrator at least
180 days before the date he expects to begin closure when the date when
closure commences should be within 30 days after the date on which the
owner or operator expects to receive the final volume of wastes.

24. Respondent failed to submit the closure plan to EPA or IDWAWM
for the drum storage area specified in the revised part A application
dated 7-5-83 before relocating the drum storage area, in violation of
40 CFR §265.112.

25. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, U.S.C. §6928(g), and based upon
the allegations stated in paragraphs 17 through 20, it is proposed that
a civil penalty in the amount of $1,100 be assessed for Respondent's
exceeding its hazardous waste storage capacity.
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It is proposed that no penalty assessed for Respondent's failure
to submit a closure plan at least 180 days before the date he expects
to begin closure.

COUNT V

26. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged. _ v :

27. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.171 states:

"If a container holding hazardous waste is not in good

condition, or if it begins to leak, the owner or

operator must transfer the hazardous waste from this

container to a container that is in good condition, or

manage the waste in some other way that complies with
~ the requirements of this part.” et

28. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it j ]FkiSf 12

" was determined that Respondent was storing hazardous waste-in containers

that were leaking or were badly bulged and/or dented and had not transferred %

_ the hazardous waste from these containers into containers that were in padd fqﬁww'
- good condition; or in some other way Complied with the requirements of 44.<¢4Ax2fzht
.40 CFR Part 265, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.171..x 7. ’

29. . Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA 42 U.S.C. §6§28(g),‘énd based upon

;a the allegations stated in paragraphs 22 through 24, it is proposed that a
.. -civil penalty in the amount of $3,100 be assessed,for:RESpondent's
- storing hazardous waste jn.jeaking and damaged containers.: .. -

o .7 COUNT VI -

30. The allegations of parag}aphs 1 through'4“é}e herein incorporated
and realleged. - _ SR :

31. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.173(a) states:

"A container holding hazardous waste must always
be closed during storage, except when it is necessary
to add or remove waste.” . ’

32. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it /pagyx Iz

was determined that Respondent was storing hazardous waste in containers # 19

whose 1ids did not fit the container bodies, in violation of 40 C.F.R.. Bt ForeArreg

§265.173(a). . 7

A NN mal

33. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g) and based upon v ofadio~

the allegations stated in paragraphs 26 through 28, it is proposed that a

civil penalty in the amount of $9,100 be assessed for Respondent's storing

hazardous waste in open containers.
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COUNT V1T

34. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged. :

35. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.177(c) states:

" ol : : .
o#nkml é"”??‘" A storage container holding a hazardous waste that is

et ﬁjrdﬂhﬁf“ . incompatible with any waste or other materials stored
g Vﬁb”* fuse nearby in other containers, piles, open tanks, or

surface impoundments must be separated from the

other materials or protected from them by means of a

dike, berm, wall, or other device."

;IU‘L' ;\En%” )
36. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection,-it. Cﬁzz;'
was_determined that Regpondent was storing containers-of.waste methylene " . .
- chloride and waste corrosives, which are incompatible with each other, at _y ;3 past//

its hazardous waste storage area, without there being a dike, berm, wall
or other device to separate them, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.177(c).

37. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 30 through 32, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $7,150 be assessed for Respondent’s
storing containers holding incompatible hazardous waste without a device
separating the containers. :

COUNT VIII
‘T*j""j38{T®Théga1ié§éfﬁéhs’bf paragraphs 1 thréugﬂﬁiﬁéf; herein incorporated
- and realleged. T ; -

" 39. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R.”§265.35 states:

. "The owner or operator must maintain aisle space to
allow the unobstructed movement of personnel, fire
protection equipment, spill control equipment, and
decontamination equipment to any area of facility
operation in an emergency, unless aisle space is not
needed for any of these purposes.”

40. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it b 16 pag NI
was determined that Respondent was not maintaining adequate aisle space /ﬂ '
for containers of hazardous waste being stored against the metal "mixing God Histar
house" building, in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.35. - bl

41. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 34 through 36, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $7,150 be assessed for Respondent's"
not maintaining adequate aisle space for containers of hazardous waste
being stored at its hazardous waste storage area.



Sheller-Globe Corporation
Keokuk Division
I Docket No. 87-H-0003_
e eeee -~ .. Page seven of eighteen

COUNT IX

. 42. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.

43. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.14(b) states:

. « . a facility must have:

(1) A 24-hour surveillance system (e.g., television
monitoring or surveillance by guards of facility
personnel) which continuously monitors and controls
entry onto the active portion of the facility; or

(2)(?) An artificial or natural barrier (e.g., a fence
"~ in good repair or a fence combined with a cliff),
which comp1ete1y surrounds the fac111ty ;'; .9

44, At the ‘time of the August 27 and 28 1985 EPA 1nspect1on, it .:dy"’57/7€% 4

- was observed that Respondent's securlty fence had become badly overgrown
_ with vegetation, had pulled away from support poles at several locations,

~was cut at one 1ocat1on and had a large gap in it at one corner of the
> storage area, in v1o1at1on of 40 C.F.R. §265. 14(b) '

© 15, Pursuant to §3008( ) of RCRA, 42 U.S. C. §6928(g) and based

~upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 38 through 40, it is. proposed

- that a civil penalty in the amount of $33O be assessed for. Respondent S
'*i»not ma1nta1n1ng its secur1ty fence. ' , "

-~ COUNT X

: 46' . The a]]egat1ons of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herexn 1ncorporated

.and rea]]eged

47. The regu]at1on found at 40 C. F R. §265 31 states:

"Facilities must be maintained and operated to minimize
the possibility of a fire, explosion, or any unplanned
sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents to air, soil, or surface
water which could threaten human health or the
environment."

48. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's hazardous waste storage area contained - /8 /R /]
significant quantities of wood, brush, paper, and other trash which would .
increase the potential for a fire at the storage area. Respondent also
was storing hazardous waste laboratory chemicals in two cardboard boxes
located at the facility "mixing house." These containers were not being
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stored in a manner to minimize the potential of a leak or rupture from
occurring. Both of these conditions cause the Respondent to be in
violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.31.

49. Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. -§6928(g), and based
upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 42 through 44, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of-$7,150 be assessed for Respondent s
not maintaining its hazardous waste storage facility to minimize the
possibility of a fire or release of hazardous waste.

COUNT XI

50. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged. ’

51. The regulat1on found at 40 C.F.R. §265.15 states, in part:

- (b)(l) the owner or operator must develop and
_Larfol1ow a written schedule for inspecting all monitoring

- - equipment, safety and emergency equipment, security -

" devices, and operating and structural equipment
(such as dikes and sump pumps) that are important to
) preventing, detecting or respond1ng to env1ronmenta1
TR ) o human health hazards 5, :

= (3) The schedu]e must 1dent1fy the types of -

N prob]ems (e.g., malfunctions or deterioration) which

- are to be looked for during the inspection .r.-... At - .
-~ a minimum, the inspection schedule must include the - 017 "
ey ;lv1tems and frequenc1es cal]ed for in §265. 174 . s

R (c) The owner or operator must remedy any deter1-
"*,a_orat1on or malfunction of equipment or structures which

* the inspection reveals on a schedule which ensures that
- - the problem does not Tead to an environmental or human .
~~ .- health hazard . B

(d) The owner or operator must record inspections in

. an inspection log or summary . . . . At a minimum, these
records must include the date and t1me of the inspection,
the name of the inspector, a violation of the observations
made, and the date and nature of any repairs or other
remed1a1 act1ons

52. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it was
determined that Respondent's inspection schedu1e and inspection procedures
did not address the following:

(a) the schedule does not address all necessary
items such as safety and emergency equipment, and
security devices.

N\ ; e 5
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(b) the schedule does not identify the types of problems

to be looked for dur1ng the inspection.

(c) inspections are not always conducted on a weekly
basis.

(d) for those items requiring daily inspections, daily
inspections are not being documented

(e) for items deemed to be unacceptable during an
inspection, the log sheets do not list the date and
nature of the remedial action taken.

Each of these deficiencies is in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.15.

53.

Pursuant to §3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(g), and based

upon the allegations stated in paragraphs 46 through 48, it is proposed
that a civil penalty in the amount of $450 be assessed for Respondent's
not properly 1nspect1ng its facility.

54.

- and realleged.

55.

COUNT XII

The a]]egat1ons of paragraphs 1 through 4 are hereln 1ncorporated

* The regulation. found'at 40 C.F.R. §265 16q5tates in part: .-

"(a)(1) Facility personne] must successfu]]y complete

a program of classroom instruction or on-the-job

“training that teaches them to perform their duties in a

way that ensures the facility's comp11ance with the
requirements of this part.’ D

. (b) Fac111ty personnel must successfu]]y complete the
program required in paragraph (a) of this section within
six months after the effective date of these regulations
or six months after the date of their employment or
assignment to a facility, or to a new position at a
facility whichever is later.

. (c) Fac111ty personnel must take part in an annual
rev1ew of the initial training required in paragraph (a)
of this section.

(d) The owner or operator must maintain the following
documents and records at the facility:

. . (3) A written description of the type and amount
of both introductory and continuing training that
will be given to each person filling a p051t1on Tisted
under paragraph (d) (1) of this section.’
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56. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
was determined that Respondent's personnel tra1n1ng program contained the
following deficiencies: S

(a) the training pTan did not specifically identify
the training that is to be provided to the persons in
each position included in the plan,

(b) the most recent training (August and September 1984)
was not provided to all persons/pos1t1ons 1dent1f1ed _
1n the training plan.

(c) Some of the persons/positions who received the
1984 training had not received updated training within
a year after the 1984 ‘session.
These def1c1enc1es are in v1oTat1on of 40 C. F R. §265 16
357.; It is proposed that no penalty be assessed for this v101at1on.<
' COUNT XIII |

D 358 The aTTegat1ons of paragraphs 1 through 4 are here1n 1ncorporated
- and reaTTeged e :;_. o s

TN .

59 - The regu]at1on found at 40 C.F.R. §265. 51 states that "each
owner or operator must have a cont1ngency pTan for h1s fac111ty

Lora o3 t:——v P .' A ~Z3

—r--w‘)

paE 60 - The reguTat1on found at 40 C.F.R. §265 52 descrlbes what is  f,
S requ1red in a cont1ngency pTan - This reguTat1on states 1n part

'1"(a) The contxngency pTan must descrwbe the
.jsact1ons facility personnel must take to comp]y
- with §§265.51 and 265.56 in response to fires, .
.- explosions, or any unplanned sudden or non-
" sudden release of hazardous waste or hazardous
‘waste constituents to air, soil, or surface
water at the facility. . . .

(c) The pTan must describe arrangements agreed
to by local police departments, fire departments,
hospitals, contractors, and State and local
emergency response teams to coordinate emergency
serv1ces pursuant to §265.37.

(d) The plan must list names addresses, and
phone numbers (office and home) of all persons
qualified to act as emergency coordinator (see
§265.55), and this 1ist must be kept up to

date. Wnhere more than one person is listed, one
must be named as primary emergency coordinator




61.

62.

63.
and realleged.

64.

Sheller-Globe Corporatlon
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and others must be listed in the order in which
they will assume responsibility as alternates.

(e) The plan must include a list of all emergency
equipment at the facility (such as fire extinguishing
systems, spill control equipment, communications

and alarm systems (internal and external), and
decontamination equipment), where this equipment is
required. This 1ist must be kept up to date. 1In
addition, the plan must include the location and a
physical description of each item on the 1list, and

a brief outline of its capabilities.

(f) The plan must include an evacuation plan for
facility personnel where there is a possibility

" that evacuation could be necessary. This plan must

describe signal(s) to be used to begin evacuation,
evacuation routes, and alternate evacuation-

. routes could-be b]ocked by re]eases of hazardous

waste or f1res) *

, At the t1me of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA 1nspect1on it
<~ was determined that Respondent s contingency p1an conta1ned the following
def1c1enc1es S , i

(a) the p]an lists three energency coord1nators none. _ S~

of wh1ch 1s des1gnated as the pr1mary coordanator

SR e

(b) the plan does not descr1be arrangeminfsﬂgggged to by Pl EQ '

= the local emergency response auiﬁB?TtTe

" (c) the p]an does not 1nc1ude an evacuatlon plan or map. <ﬂ}0 é;,

(d) the p1an does not 1nc1ude a descrlpt1on of 0’
available emergency response equ1pment - 4

These deficiencies are in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.52.

It is proposed that no penalty be assessed for these violations.
COUNT XIV

The allegations of paragraphs 1 throughv4 are herein incorporated

The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.13 states, in part:

"~ “"(a)(1) Before an owner or operator treats, stores, or

disposes of any hazardous waste, he must obta1n a
detailed chemical and physical ana1ys1s of a
representative sample of the waste. At a minimum,

I
/ra
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this analysis must contain all the information which
must be known to treat, store, or dispose of the
waste in accordance with the requirements of this part.

. (b) The owner or operator must develop and follow
a written waste analysis plan which describes the
procedures which he will carry out to comply with v
paragraph (a) of this section. He must keep this plan
at the facility. At a minimum the plan must specify:

(1) The parameters for which each hazardous
waste will be analyzed and the rationale for
the selection of these parameters . .

(2) The test methods which will be used to
test for these parameters, [and] :
(4) The frequency with which the initial
ana]ys1s of the waste will be reviewed or -
- repeated to ensure that the ana]ys1s is =
: accurate and up to date.’

65.. At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA 1nspect1on it
was determined that Respondent's waste ana1y51s p]an contalned the.
- following def1c1enc1es

(a) The p1an does not include corrosive wastes 0’ k.
generated at the fac111ty, STy :
B 'v"-.l_“_: D]A_ ’_'.,--',; - o A
(b) The p]an does not 11st specific test methods ;ﬁf?d&ﬂ Lol
for each waste generated . _

Vo é; (c) The frequency of analysis of each waste is -

R vague and non- spec1f1c, and
':)X\U{V £
q\wfiw K&ﬁ ~(d) A1 parameters of concern are not 11sted for ,
b some wastestreams (i.e., EP toxicity testing for 3 qﬂ*A b sdde 1

paint wastes that contain lead).
'Also, Respondent was storing waste laboratory chemicals in two

cardboard boxes in the facility "mixing building" without having
obtained a detailed chemical and physical analysis of this waste, in
violation of 265.13(a)(1).

Each of these items is in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.13. 5 A

66. It is proposed that no penalty be assessed for these violations.

COUNT XV

67. The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 4 are herein incorporated
and realleged.
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The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.34 states:
"(a) Whenever hazardous waste is being poured,
mixed, spread, or otherwise handled, all person-
nel involved in the operation must have immediate
access to an internal alarm or emergency communi-
cation device, either directly or through visual
or voice contact with another employee, uniess
such a device is not required under §265.32.

(b) If there is ever just one employee on the
premises while the facility is operating, he must
have immediate access to a device, such as a
telephone (immediately available at the scene of
* operation) or a hand-held two-way radio, capable
of summoning external emergency assistance, unless
such a device is not required under §265.32."
At the time of the August 27 and 28, 1985 EPA inspection, it
Lrmined that Respondent does not have an alarm or communication .~ op— -
i in violation of B

located in its hazardous waste storage area,
. §265.38, " i e LR T e md
osed that no penaltyvbe asseségilf

6rAthis violation.

. I{ is prop

| COUNT XVI - roiies
o .- The’a11egatioﬁ§‘of paragrapﬁé'lrtﬁféaéﬁ 4 are hé;é%ﬁifnébrﬁdfétéa;-{-
11eged. P R e O - :

Respondent demonétréted fihancia]iassd?éﬁtéifor 1iability for '
accidental occurrences for fiscal years ending in 1982 through 1985.

‘Easterh”éhd‘shitﬁ;;Réspondent's

3. In a September 9, 1986 letter,
ting firm, advised EPA of Respondent's continued lack of success
ding a carrier willing to provide insurance coverage for sudden
ntal occurrences and Respondent's inability to meet the financial
or establishing financial assurance for liability for sudden

ntal occurrences.

4. 1In October, 1986, Respondent submitted to EPA documentation of
dent's unsuccessful efforts to secure 1iability insurance for sudden

ntal occurrences.

Respondent notified EPA of its
for sudden accidental occurrences
roval, implement the '

75. 1In an October 16, 1986 letter,
re to obtain the 1iability coverage
ts willingness to, jmmediately upon EPA app
re plan for the hazardous waste storage areas.




’fo]]ow1ng correct1ve act1ons w1th1n the t1me per1ods spec1f1ed

Qr-paxnt filters, waste cleaning vat residue, and waste cleaning solutionsiz4 .
= generated at the fac111ty are hazardous wastes™ in accordance w1th"_~’““”/-r
. 40 C. F R §262 11. : - ‘

Sheller-Globe Corporat1on
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76. The regulation found at 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a) requires that an
owner or operator of a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal
facility, or a group of such facilities, must demonstrate financial
responsibility for bodily injury and property damage to third parties
caused by sudden accidental occurrences arising from operations of the
facility or group of facilities. _

77. Respondent is in violation of 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a).
78. It is proposed that no penalty be assessed for this violation.
| ’ 5

COMPLIANCE ORDER

79. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the total penalty of“$44 930 shall be :
made by certified or cashier's check payable to "Treasure € United -

-~ States" and remitted to the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. Env1ronmenta1 ’
-+~ Protection Agency, Reg1on YII, P.0. Box 360748M, P1ttsburgh Pennsylvania, -
15251. . : » R S i ey et

0. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Sheller Globe Cd%pd'fat1on take the

(a) Within 30 days of recelpt of this Order wdetennlne 1f waste

A e (b) Immed1ate]y upon determ1n1ng 1f any or all’ of'the»wastes 11sted 5 2

in paragraph 80(a) are hazardous, begin to handle these wastes in accordance
: w1th the requ1rements of 40 C F. R Parts 260 through 270.

(c) Immed1ate1y upon rece1pt of th1s Order beg1n to use the proper
hazardous waste manifests in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §262.20(a) for the L—

B hazardous waste transported to Safety K]een Corporat1on

(d) W1th1n 45 days of rece1pt of th1s Order, submlt to EPA a revised
Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application 11st1ng all hazardous waste V4
that were not indicated on Respondent's previous Part A Applications.

(e) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, subm1t to EPA a copy of 9
the hazardous waste manifest used to ship off-site that hazardous waste AV
which was being stored in excess of Respondent's designed storage capacity.

(f) Within 5 days of receipt of this Order, separate all containers ./
of waste methylene chloride from containers of waste corrosives or install
a dike, berm, wall or other device between thenm. s owne DIV gz/maaaa/

(g) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA a copy of \J
the revised inspection schedule and log written in accordance with
40 C.F.R. §265.15.
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(h) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA documentation
that all personnel training def1c1enc1es have been corrected.

r o)™

“(i) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA the o

gev1sed Facility Contingency Plan, written in accordance with 40 C F R.
265.52

. : &
(i) Within 10 days of receipt of this Order, submit to EPA the ”A}7
revised Waste Analysis Plan, written in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §265.13.”“O 'Nﬁ%“*/

: : T R N /
(k) Within 30 days of receipt of this Order, install an alarm or fnﬂﬂf
emergency communication device in the hazardous waste storage area.

(1) Within 3 days of receipt of this Order, move the bottles containing -
hazardous waste laboratory chemicals to the des1gnated hazardous waste ot

storage area and store them in a manner to m1n1m1ze poss1b1e 1eakage from
the bottles o wed S ;

(m) w1th1n 30 days of rece1pt of this Order obta1n a deta11ed """ .”ﬁ ol
chemical and physical analysis of a representative sample of the waste ¢ :
1aboratory chemlcals and send the ana]yt1ca1 resu]ts to EPA 5 -f?i'i o ek e

£t (n) Submit to EPA w1th1n 30 days of rece1pt of EPA's comments on. . rg\é
e Respondent s c]osure p]an an amended closure p]an address1ng EPA's connents. Al

(o) Upon approval by EPA 1mmed1ate1y 1mpTement the c]osure plan in
‘_accordance w1th such p1an., e i il &

= - s

: (p) Estab11sh and thereafter ma1nta1n 11ab111ty coverage for sudden -
" accidental occurrences in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §265.147(a) or obtain

.~ an alternate mechanism (i.e., a letter of credit) which shall be reviewed

and approved by EPA to assure payment of 11ab1]1ty Judgments for the
interim period of t1me pr1or to closure.

- (q) Submit to EPA month]y reports regard1ng act1v1t1es to estab11sh
11ab111ty coverage for sudden accidental occurrences or acquire an alternate
mechan1sm discussed in paragraph 80(p).

81. A1l information required to be submitted by this Order shall be
sent to Jane Werholtz, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 726 Minnesota
Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.
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NOTICE OF OPPORTUMITY TO REQUEST A HEARING

'82. In accordance with Section 3008(b) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928(b)
(1984), the Compliance Order shall become final unless Respondent files
an answer, in writing, and requests a public hearing in writing no later
than thirty (30) days after service of the Complaint, Compliance Order
and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing. : ‘ ik

83. A written answer to the Complaint and Compliance Order and the :
request for hearing must satisfy the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §22.15 (1980) . -
of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment
of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, a copy of .
which is attached hereto. The answer and request for hearing must be filed
with the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region VII, 726 Minnesota Avenue,
Kansas City, Kansas 66101. - A copy of the answer and request for hearing
and copies of any subsequent documents filed in this action should be sent
to Jane Werholtz, at the above described address. - - o :

_ 84. - Respondent's failure to file a written answer and request for a
hearing within thirty (30) days of service of this Complaint, Compliance
Order, and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing will constitute a binding

" admission of all allegations contained in the Complaint and a waiver of N
- Respondent's right to a hearing. A Default Order may thereafter be issued . .
- by the Regional Administrator, and the total civil penalty proposed herein.
shall become due and payable without further proceedings. ' S

-

-

. SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE -~
- 85. Whether or not Respondent requests a hearing, an informal
““‘conference may be requested in order to discuss the facts of this case and
" %o arrive at settlement..’ To request a settlement conference, please write
to Jane Werholtz, U.S. EPA, Region VII, 726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City,
Kansas 66101, or call her at 913/236-2809." Ry Nk

~ 86. Please note that a request for an informal settlement conference
does not extend the thirty (30) day period during which a written answer
and request for a hearing must be submitted. The informal conference
procedure may be pursued simultaneously with the adjudicatory procedure.

87. EPA encourages all parties against whom a civil penalty is proposed
to pursue the possibilities of settlement as a result of informal conference.
However, no penalty reduction will be made simply because such a conference
is held. Any settlement which may be reached as a result of such a conference
shall be embodied in a written Consent Agreement and Consent Order issued by
the Regional Administrator, EPA, Region VII. The issuance of such a Consent
Agreement and Consent Order shall constitute a waiver of Respondent's right
to request a hearing on any matter stipulated to therein.
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88. If Respondent has neither effected a settlement by 1nforma1
conference nor requested a hearing within the thirty (30) day time period
allowed by the Complaint, Compliance Order and Notice of Opportunity for
Hearing, the penalties will be assessed without further proceedings and
Respondent will be notified by EPA that the penalties have become due and

payable.

=/

Date // ///

3-3/-97

~* Date

Attachment

£

[z

qdﬁék7 :35;;£Z‘~
Morrys Kay

Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region YII

| ﬂa-,, it d wuw;s

Jane Werholtz - %gt
Attorney, Office of Reg al Counsel
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region VTI TR -
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the original and one true and correct copy of the
foregoing Complaint, Compliance Order and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing
were hand delivered to the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region VII,
726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 66101; and a true and correct
copy together with a copy of the Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing
the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or
Suspension of Permits, were sent certified mail, return receipt requested
to: Richard L. Adkins, Environmental/Safety Coordinator, Sheller-Globe
Corporation -Keokuk Division, 3200 Main Street, Keokuk, Iowa 52627 and -

C. T. Corporation System, Reg1stered Agent, 2222 Grand Avenue, Des Mo1nes
Iowa 50312 on this 3[ day of 2. f//\ , 1987.

f{ ';;ﬁ‘iLZf_; ; . iz~ .5;j£§1;//i4412497
SRR

Enc]osure % I
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' SERCO Laboratories

1922 Main Street — P.O. Box 625. Cedar Falls, lowa 50613 (319) 277-2401

-7 v
r*
EP Toxicity Test oA
w"’ {&w
_ fW 7%
Client: Sheller Globe i
Attn: Mr. Andy Edgar {p v
3200 Main r% GL.NL@
Keokuk, IA 52632 ‘ + f
T UV Q>
Date Sampled: 4/8/87 Date Received: 4/13/87

Sample Idenfity: Sludge (ka C/mn?'g val anehu )&F}W

Analysis

4
""""""" A

As Recevved

Total Solids : , S6.99 %
Extractable pH ' 11.4 S.U.

—_——————— R

Arsenic (as hs) ' <0.005

Barium (as Ba) 10

‘Cadmium (as Cd) 6

Chromium (as Cr) : '<0.05

Lead (as Pb) - 0.2

Mercury (as Hg) <0.0005 .
Selenium (as Se) ' " <0.00S5 "
Silver (as Ag) 0.02

Final pH (of Extract) ) 3.0 S.U.

<{means less than

EP Toxicity Test performed in accordance with 40 CFR Part 2bl.24,
All analyses perfaormed in accordance with EPA publicatiaon SW-846,
Second Editian. "

Prepared and Submitted by
SERCO Laboratories

Do € Ml

April 17, 1987 Diane E. Male
" nh 144 1A Laboratary Supervisar

7-042471L =

72, .
l{’ TR
| et yoa U



' .

SERC—O Laboraiofies “

St. Paul. Minnesota * Cedar Falls. low:

1922 Main Street — P.O. Box 625, Cedar Falls, lowa 50613 (319) 277-2401

PRy
R Val y$
.. oM’ |
EP Toxicity Test %gwﬂ
s o
Client: Sheller Globe / r
Attn: Mr. Andy Edgar
3200 Main
Keokuk, IA 92632
Date Sampled: 4/8/87 Date Received: 4/13/87

Sample Identity: Filtered Water ( wael QQﬁni7 val S%JLﬂmﬂ

1.4
Analysis

.Arsenic (as As) ‘ ; % VQuOIO : mg/1l
Barium- (as Ba) . ! 27 - mg/1
.Cadmium (as Cd) : 2006 & . mg/l.
Chromium (as Cr) : | 0.81 ° mg/l1
Lead (as Phb) - D6o B mg/1
Mercury (as Hg) _ A ; <0.0005 mg/l
Selenium (as Se) : ! 0.020 mg/1
Silver (as Ag) : 0.13 mg/1

{means less than

All analyses performed in accordance with EPA publicatian SW-8464,
Second Edition.

-

Prepared and Submitted by
SERCO Laboratories

@M- 5 Fia
April 17, 1987 Diane E. Moles

nh l441A Laboratory Supervisor
7-04247A

=N
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(308) 676-4893

. ATTACHMENT II

P.D.C. LABORATORIES, INC.
 INDUSTRIAL WASTE ANALYTICALSERVICES ~~~~ — ~~~ ~

71113 N, SWORDS AVENUE
PEORIA, ILLINOIS 61604

To: Shella Globe

ANALYTICAL REPORT FORM:

3200 Main Street

Date Collected 1/14/83 Date of Report 2/28/83

Sampled B . Sample# 3P-04
Yy p

Keokuk, Iowa

52632 Date Received 1/25/83 PDC#. NEW

Attn: Mr. Mike Stone

Date Completed 2/28/83 Permit# NEW

Waste Stream Paint waste - Sludge / QLo gn ml»'yvg, Aq,sm/\ bHoshk na (}’[}Mﬁt‘
USEPA Waste Classification R > g Y, | J
Toxicity (3 high - 1 low): '
Inhalation Ingestive Reactivity
Dermal Infectious Explosive
Physical Characteristics:
O*‘PH 6.3 Phase Semi-solid ZAcidity/Alkalinity No soluble
_ ka . . : ;
Flashpoint >200°F ISolids ~ 51.6 -Waste Predominately
*Inorganic Constituents
Coustituent Total EP Toxicity EPA Code | EP Limit
( ) (mg/1) (mg/1) . -
Arsenic <0.005 D004 5.0
Barium 3.0 D005 100.0
Cadmium <0.05 D006 1.0
Chromium tof] + <0.25 D007 5.0
Chromium hex N
Cobalt
Copper
Cyanide 20.5 mg/kg
Iron _
Lead <0.50 D008 5.0
Manganese )
Mercury <0.0003 D009 0.2
Molybdenum
Nickel
Selenium 0.02 D010 1.0
Silver <0.50 DO11 5.0
Sulfide <2.9 mg/kg
Zinc

< = less than > = greater tham

_—

All analysis herein are conducted utilizing approved USEPA and IEPA methods
1@:)%4,/ -

P Laboratory Manager
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Sanitary Engineering Laboratories, Inc. o
1922 Main Street, P.O. Box 625 o
Cedar Falls, lowa 50613
Phone: (319) 277-2401

MEMBER

EP Toxicity Test

Client: .:--Sheller Globe. -~ ’ -
Attn: Mr. Dick Adkins '
3200 Main -
Keokuk, IA 52632

' Date Sampled: 7/24/85 ST P Date Received: 7/26/85
Sample Identity: . Paint Sludge . . .
Concentration of " Concentration Extracted

Extract (mg/l) (E.f»x) From Sample (mg/k94

Arsenic (as As) 0. 008 i g .0.16
Barium (as Ba) 0.2 o 4
Cadmium (as Cd) - 0.04 . : , _ 0.8 3
Total Chromium (as Cr) 0.12 ' . 2.4 <
Hexavalent Chromium (as Cr) <0.03 ¢ ‘ <0.6 e
Copper (as Cu) , 0.04 . 0.8

", Fluoride (as F). _ <0.1 2 : i <2

-~ -~Lead (as Pb) 3.4 ' AT
i Mercury (as Hg) <0.0003 R <0, 006
Nitrate (as NO3) ‘, <2 : , <40
Nickel (as Ni) 0.27 5.4
Selenium (as Se) -<0.005 ' <0.1 7
Silver (as Ag) : 0.01 0.2 = = -
Zinc (as Zn) ‘ 0.69 % 14 e
Final pH (of Extract) 3 4.9 S.U. o
<means less than _B

EP Toxicity Test performed according to 40 CFR Part 261.24. All -~

analyses performed according to EPA publication SW-846.

Prepared and Submitted by

O Il

August 13, 1985 David W. Havick ' _ ~~;w¥h£'
nh 1441B - Senior Chemist : yeE
#5-05340L : '
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Sanitary Engineering Laboratories, Inc.
1922 Main Street, P.O. Box 625

Cedar Falls, lowa 50613
Phone: (319) 277-2401

%
MEMBER

Waste Analysis

Client:

Sheller Globe

Attn: Mr. Dick Adkins
3200 Main

Keokuk, IA 52632

" Date Sampled: ' 7/24/85

Collected by: bp. Adkins

Sample Identity: ‘Paint Sludge -

Analzsis

Flash ‘Point (Closed Cup)

PH
Total Solids

Cyanide (as cN

)
Phenol: -

>means greater than

August 13, 1985
nh 1441B
#5-05340

All analyses performed according to EPA publication Sw-

SN

Date Received: 7/26/85

As Received L

75190 oF Sl
37.68 %

Dry Weight Basis . _
0.32 mg/kg :;fﬁu
40 mgykg e

846.

Prepared and Submitted by
SERCO

RO T R A TSN AT
LA et
#:4

-David W. Havick e
- N g

Senior Chemist




RD(&LABORATORESJNC.
' INDUSTRIAL WASTE ANALYTICAL SERVICES

T 0w ereaass T T

PEORIA, ILLINOIS 61604

- 113N SWORDS AVENUE

ANALYTICAL REPORT FORM:

To: Sheller-Globe'Cotp.

3200 Main Street

Date Collec#ed 6/25/86 Date of Report 8/1/36

Sampled By --

Keokuk, TA 52632

Sample# —-

Date Received 7/1/86  PDC# 607008E

(319) 524-4560

Date Completed —— Permitf# —-

Attn: Andy Edgar

P.0.#_Andy Edgar

Waste Stream

Paint sludge

Physical Appearance: OQdor

Physical State —-

Water Miscibility --

- Color -—-
o

Paint Filter passed

Number of Phases -- Water Reactivity —-

tods/sq.ft.

Load Bearing Capacity —

H  __

P 6.8

(neat);

Flashpoint 200 °F

(10% solution)

Acidity -- ¢

RVP_ —- »psi .Solids 48.8 %

Alkalinity - Z

Parameters

Analysis Parameters

Total EP Toxicity EPA Code | ‘EP Limit
(mg/kg) (mg/1) " (mg/1)
“Arsenic <0.05 . D004 5.0
:Barium <2 ’ D005 '100.0
Cadmium 0.05 D006 ~ 1.0
Chromium tog <0.1 D007 5.0
Lead <0.5 D008 5.0 <
Mercury <0.0005 D009 0.2
Selenium 0.04 D010 1.0
Silver <0.25 DO11 5.0
Cyanide 0.12 ) e
Phenol 13 -
Sulfide 6:6:2
EOX
Oil & Greasd
Cyanide |
Reactive
Sulfide
Reactive
< = less than > = greater than
Note 1: A1l analysis are

Methods.
Note The paint filter

tﬁis Pollu
{fpers 7~

conducted utilizing recommended USEPA and IEPA

and load bearing capacity tests are run according
tion Control Board (6/84) Section 729.320/321

|~
Laboratory Manager
dag

-

z T
P 5 e

i saliad bR A i



P.D.C. LABORATORIES, INC. 7
e _INDUSTRIAL WASTE ANALYTICAL SERVICES . . . .. SR
P.O. Box 9071
(309) 676-4893 PEORIA, ILLINOIS 61614

‘Shellar-Globe Corp. Date Collected 1/14/87 Date of Report 2/10/87

3200 Main St., P.0. Box 727 Sampled by Andy Edgar Sample # --

Keokuk, TA 52632 Date Received 1/19/87  PDC # 701196E -
(319) 524-4560 Date Due 2/2/87 Permit %
Attn:Andy Edgar B Date Completed 2/5/87 P.O. # 00719‘

Waste Stream Paint overspray and‘é§IEE§§\\

Physical Appearance: Physical State Solid
Odoexr Solvent | Number of Phases 1
Color Black '~ Water Reactivity _

PH (neat); 5.74 (10% solution) Paint filter

Fléshpoiht 150 - ©F Load Bearing éapacity (ton/sg.ft.)

% Sclids 93% Acidity ‘Alkalinity
EOX _73850 pom. RVP (psi) 0Oil and Grease
EP Toxicity " g : S (mg/kg)

(mg/1) A
Arsenic <0.02 -.Cyanide (Total) 1a1 )
Barium <1 Cyanide (Reactive) "
Cadmium 0.31 Sulfide (Total) <0.5
Lead 1.0 , Sulfide (Reactive)
Mercury 0.0005 "Phenol (Total) 38.3
Selenium <0.02 S
Silver <0.25

Chromium (Total) 0.2
Chromium (Hex) <0.1

Note 1: All analysis are conducted utilizing recommended USEPA
and IEPA methods.

Note 2: The paint filter and load bearing capacity tests are
run according to Illinois Pollution Control (6/84)
Section 729.320/321.

Laboratory Manager gSZier\/VW\ QLLHCLL\‘

PDC Lakoratories, Inc.

LE/dag
12/18/86
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‘ . ATTACHMENT I

SHELLER-GLOBE

September 10, 1985

Michael J. Sanderson -
Chief, RCRA Branch

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region VII

Dear Mr. Sanderson:

This letter is in response to an inspection of our plant in Keokuk Iowa
on August 28, 1985 by your personnel i

Attached is a llst of improvements and corrective actions to be taken to
address those deficiencies identified by your inspection. Also,
indicated is the date of completion for these activities.

Sincerely,

L

Walter D. Hunnicutt
. Plant Manager - Padded Products

Plant Manager - Rubber Products

/id

Keokuk Plant 3200 Main Street P.O. Box 727 Keokuk, IA 52632 319/524-4560
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CORRECTIVE ACTIONS

Item 1. Inadequate aisle spacing between drums in the hazardous waste
area. A minimum of 24 inches shall be maintained between the rows of
drums on pallet in the hazardous waste storage area. This should be
adequate aisle space to allow movement of personnel for inspection,
spill control, etc. This activity shall be completed by September 21,
1985. ‘

Item 2. Hazardous waste material stored outside the storage area.
Waste materials which are being recycled by off-site facilities are
being stored in drums in an area outside of the hazardous waste area.
All hazardous waste will be placed in the hazardous waste storage area.
This activity will be completed by October 31, 1985. '

Items 3 and 5. Improperly sealed drums or drums in poor conditions. .
All open or unsealed drums will be sealed. Those drums in poor
condition will be temporarily sealed until transfer into proper
containers. These closures or temporary sealing of containers will be
completed by -September 14, 1985. Transfer of waste material to proper
containers or overpacks will be completed by October 15, 1985.

Item 4. Drum which appeared to be leaking. The contents of this drum «
have been transferred to another container. Any containers found

leaking or about to leak will be placed immediately in an overpack
container or its contents transferred to different containers.

-

Item 6. Waste material (potentially hazardous) generated by this
facility not analyzed. Waste material namely vat sludge, used paint
filters and four (4) drums of unknown material have been sampled and the
sample will be sent to a laboratory for it to be analyzed for
corrosivity, flash point and EP toxicity extraction for metals. These
waste materials shall be segmented and stored separately until the -
analytical results have been received. The facility waste analysis plan
is being reviewed and amended to address these problems areas.
Completion of this activity will be October 31, 1985.




EPA
Page 2

Item 7. Storage area security fence in poor condition. This fence will
be either repaired or replaced by October 31, 1985.

Item 8. Poor housekeeping in storage area. The cardboard along the
perimeter fence has been cleaned up and the condition (general
appearance) of the storage area has been added to the weekly inspection
program.

Item 9. Insufficient warning signs. Additional warning signs have been
placed on order and will be installed upon receipt. Completion date is
October 1, 1985. : ’

Item 10. Storage of waste material not listed on facility in part A
permit application. . Presently we are reviewing all wastes generated by
‘this facility. An amended part A permit application will be prepared
and submitted for all hazardous wastes which were not listed in our
previous submissions. This activity will be completed by November 15,
1985. : )

Item 11. Hazardous waste storage area capacity exceeded. Drums of
potentially hazardous waste (100 drums) have been placed in hazardous
waste storage pending receipt of laboratory analysis. As soon as
analytical results are received and a proper disposal site has been "
'arranged, this waste material will be removed from .the storage area.
Completion date for this activity is November 15, 1985.

-

Item 12. Manifest review. We are reviewing the DOT shipping
descriptions that we are using for our hazardous waste. These
descriptions will be reviewed by a DOT official to ensure their
accuracy. In addition, we are modifying our hazardous waste manifest
procedure to include the proper manifest document control number and a
checklist for proper shipping names, dates, EPA ID numbers, signatures,
etc. The incidents that may have required exception reports are being
investigated. A separate letter addressing those incidents will be sent
by October 15, 1985. In the future exception reports shall be submitted
-for all situations that require it. - Completion of this review of the
manifest procedures will be October 1, 1985,
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Item 17, Whrning-device in Storage ares. In the bﬁilding'adjacent to -

.the Storage area, there is a telephone which cap be used in case of an

émergency.  Also there usually ig Someone in thyg building during any
activity in the Storage areg, Attached ig a sketch of the storage area
and adjacent building.

Item 16, Hazardoysg waste training Program. The hazardoyg waste

training Program is being revised to cover those deficiencies identifieq

from your inspection, The reviseg Program wiljg include the type of
training required for each Position associated with hazardoys waste at

.this facility, Also, the training Session for a1j Persons in the

hazardoyg wWaste program at the plant will be scheduleq after the
Completion of thig revision of the hazardoys waste Procedures, byt no
later thap December 31, 1985, :

implementation of the contingency Plan by October 1, 1985, In addition,
the contingency plan is being reviewed apg updated ip regard to the
arrangements made with local emergency authoritjesg, and types ang
location of emergency equipment Needed tq respond to 5 Spill. Thisg

o




sire to comply with hazardous
4PPY to meet with you or your
S where further 1

may be Necessary, 1If
Please cont

319-524-4560

act Richard Adkins, Env1ronmenta1/5afety Co
» €Xtension 224, , ; :
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METRO #429-2006

Ms. Audrey Bimby

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region VII s _
726 Minnesota Avenue S -
Kansas City, Kansas 66101 '

Re: Sheller-Globe Corporation - Keokuk Division
Docket No. 87-H-0003

Dear Ms. Bimby:

I am writing on behalf of Sheller-Globe Corporation in
response to the above-referenced Complaint and Compliance Order
issued by your office pursuant to Section 3008 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, concerning the handling and storage
of hazardous wastes at Sheller-Globe’s Keokuk Iowa plant. As you
will recall, representatives of Sheller-Globe and I met with -you
and other representatives of EPA on April 24, 1987 to discuss the
Complaint and Order. At that meeting Sheller-Globe provided docu-

< mentation and information showing substantial compliance with the

order. Documentation with regard to-the actions taken by Sheller-
Globe are included in a letter dated April 22, 1987 to Ms. Jane
Werholtz of EPA from Mr. John D. Skillen, General Plant Manager
and Mr. Walter D. Hunnicutt, Plant Manager at the Keokuk plant.

At that meeting Sheller-Globe demonstrated compliance in a
timely manner with the actions specified by Paragraphs 80(a)
through (m) of the Order. Sheller-Globe also agreed to comply
with Paragraphs 80(n)-(o) upon receipt of-EPA’S comments on
Sheller-Globe’s closure plan and approval of the plan. Full com-
pliance with those items cannot be completed until further action
by EPA. In addition, Sheller-Globe agreed to comply with Para-
graphs 80(p)-(g) to the extent of its ability. At the present
time, Sheller-Globe is shipping hazardous waste offsite for dis-
posal or reclamation within 90 days of generation and intends to
eliminate its status as a storage facility as soon as possible.
The company understands, however, that it remains subject to the
‘liability coverage requirements of 40 CFR § 265.147(a) until

3 % ' B Ve o
3 s o i , 4265117 (5) ,’{ /)5
KECEIVED i .

MAY 91 1987 ;
EPA-CNSI
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closure of its storage facility can be completed. In the meantime
it is continuing to make every effort to obtain environmental
liability coverage although, as I am sure you know, such coverage
is very difficult to obtain. The company will submit monthly
activity reports describing its efforts to obtain such coverage.

The only issue concerning the Complaint and Order that
remained unresolved at the conclusion of our meeting on April 24
was the penalty proposed by EPA. 1In view of the fact that the
inspection on which EPA’s complaint is based was conducted almost
two years ago and the fact, that Sheller-Globe took immediate steps
to correct any deficiencies following that inspection, which were
documented in the letter to your agency dated September 10, 1985,
and has maintained compliance since that time, the company
believes that the penalty proposed by EPA is excessive. Because
the violations are minor in nature and because no environmental
damage resulted from any of the violations, which were promptly
remedied, Sheller-Globe believes that no penalty is warranted
under the Complaint. In the interests of settling this matter as
quickly and as efficiently as possible and avoiding further

* transactional costs, however, Sheller-Globe proposes to and is

willing to settle this matter without further admini ative;gro—
ceedings by payment of a pénalty in the amount of(???i?ég;gg;/)
Sheller-Globe believes that the proposed settlement figure is
appropriate after evaluation of all facts concerning each of the
alleged violations included within EPA’s Complaint. A brief dis-
cussion of each of the counts contained in the complaint and pro-

posed penalties are set forth below. Only those counts which
included a penalty proposed by EPA are discussed.-

wm§¢0n“% COUNT I: Failure to determine if certain waste were hazard-

6-\;;w\

. ous wastes in violation of 40 CFR § 262.11. At the meeting on

April 24 and in documentation provided by Sheller-Globe, EPA was
presented with copies of waste analyses performed by the company
both before and after the August 1985 inspection. Analyses of
paint sludge from the waterwash spray paint booths and paint
filters from the dry filter spray paint booths show that both are
non-hazardous. All wastes from the plant have been properly dis-

”’tj fo~posed of.

4

/améi}'D »*" gheller-Globe proposed penalty: $500.00. - was) , fod)

COUNT II: Failure tovprepare'manifest for hazardous waste
solvents transported from Sheller-Globe by and to Safety-Kleen

\K
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_ Corporation, in violation of 40 CFR § 262.20(a). These solvents
were stored in Safety-Kleen containers until removal by Safety-
Kleen for recycling. Sheller-Globe began using this disposal
system with Safety-Kleen in July, 1985. The failure to prepare
correctly completed manifest was remedied immediately after the
EPA inspection and Sheller-Globe submitted a copy of a manifest to
Safety-Kleen from November 1985 documenting that the procedure had

been corrected. Proper manifests have been prepared since that
time.

N Sheller-Globe proposed penalty: $500.00. (fVaﬂ /100 ,)

COUNT III: Storage of hazardous waste not specified in

Part A of permit applicatign in violation of 40 CFR § 270.71(a).

The complaint specifieSC;fi 55-gallon containers of EP Toxic Paint
. Sludge, éﬁiSS—gallon containers ignitable paint wastes, an unknown
" number of 55-gallon containers of ignitable waste paint solvent, -
an unknown number of bottles of wasté laboratory chemicals that
have been classified as hazardous wastes by the company but.had
not been given specific hazardous wastes classification and an -~
unknown number of 55-gallon containers of corrosive hazardous
waste. The great majority of the waste, the 117 55-gallon con-
tainers of paint sludge, were being stored pending the receipt of
waste analyses samples. The samples were taken in July 1985 and
were not received until August of 1985. _The analyses showed that
Lhe‘wg§EEEEgigE,slgggg\ygigg%z_hézégggni- The ignitable waste —
cited in the complaint were believed by Sheller-Globe to have been
covered under waste codes F002 or E003, which were included in the
company’s Part A. The laboratory chemicals cited in the complaint
were ¢ material samples, in small amounts, which were being
wk/storedhin a restricted area pending identification. AEE£9§£¥EEELX
v’}’ one-half of the chemicals were found EE‘E§_2225g§§2£22¥§. After

identification, the chemicals were properly disposed of. The cor-
rosive waste cited in the complaint were identified as lene
Ysy/chloride containing acid or alkaline materials. These materials

also were properly disposed of. I —

Sheller-Globe’s proposed penalty: $500.00) (:xusl,lro }

COUNT IV: Exceeding hazardous waste storage capacity speci-
fied on Part A permit application. Sheller-Globe’s Part A permit
application filed in 1980 indicated that the waste container
storage capacity would be 11,000 gallons or approximately 200
55-gallon drums. -That capacity was based on estimated production

" AKIN, GuMP, STRAUSS, HAUER & FELD =~ ) T : S e




AKIN, GuMP, STRAUSS, HAUER & FELD

Ms. Audry Bimby
May 20, 1987 )
Page 4 -

of waste rather than the actual capacity of the storage area. At
the time of the inspection the storage area contained the

drums of waste which were being held pending identification,
described above in the discussion of Count III. It was later
determined that the waste in those drums were non-hazardous.
Wastes that are hazardous or are believed to be hazardous are held
in the hazardous waste storage area to provide maximum security,
rather than storing the containers outside the hazardous waste
area pending identification. The storage area easily contains all
of the waste. No potential for environmental damage was created
by storing the drums in the hazardous waste storage area.

Sheller-Globe’s proposed penalty:‘ $0.00. wap 1,109

COUNT V: Leaking or badly bulged and/or dented drums in the
hazardous waste storage area in violation of 40 CFR § 265.171. It
is believed that only one drum out of the.approximately 266 drums
in the hazardous waste storage area at the time of EPA’s inspec-,
tion was leaking. As reported in September, 1985, the contents of
that drum were properly transferred to.another container and steps
were taken to insure that any containers found to be leaking would
be immediately placed in overpack containers for the contents of
the drum transferred to a different container. Bulged and/or
dented drums, were perhaps unsightly, but were found to retain
their basic integrity. Sheller-Globe insures that any actually
damaged drums are promptly replaced. '

Sheller-Globe’'s proposed penalty: $3,000.00. Q”ow 2,100 )

COUNT VI: Storage of hazardous waste in containers whose
lids did not fit container bodies, in violation of 40 CFR
§ 265.173(a). All liquid hazardous wastes a stored by Sheller-
Globe in containers with sealed tops. Only éollg wast%‘would have
been contained in any containers with loose or poorly fitting

lids, presenting only ‘a minor risk of spills. In addition, the
containers are stored on pallets in a confined area.

Sheller-Globe's proposed penalty: $3,000.00. was 9,00

COUNT VII: Storage of incompatible wastes without separation
from other materials by means of a dike, berm, wall, or other
device in violation of 40 CFR § 265.177(c). The waste.identified
by EPA’s inspector as "corrosive" was identified to be primarily
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methylene chloride containing acid. The remaining wastes were
found to contain an alkaline material. 1In addition, the wastes
were contained in plastic-lined drums, further minimizing the pos-
sibility of any spills. We would further point out that Appen-
dix 5 to 40 CFR Part 265, referenced by EPA in our meeting
provides only a guideline for the storage of waste.

Sheller—élobe’s proposed penalty: $2,000.00. wan 1,159

COUNT VIII: Inadequate aisle space to allow the unobstructed
movement of personnel, etc. in violation of 40 CFR § 265.35. The
Complaint cites Sheller-Globe for storing waste containers against
the wall of the "mixing house" building. The regulations do not
specifically prohibit storing drums against a wall, as long as the
waste containers are otherwise readily accessible. Aisle space is
maintained among the drums so that all drums would be accessible
for visual inspection or for corrected action. Since the inspec-
tion, the width of aisles has been increased and an aisle space
created between the drums and the building. '

Sheller-Globe'’s ﬁroposed‘penalty: $2,000.00. wad 1,150

COUNT IX: Security fence badly overgrown with vegetation,
pulled away from support poles;, cut at one location and had a
large gap at one corner of the storage area, in violation 40 CFR
§ 265.14(b). Since the time of the inspection, the fence
immediately around the storage area. has been repaired and is main-
tained in proper condition. Sheller-Globe points out, however,
that primary security for the facility is provided by a fence
around the perimeter of the facility and a 24 hour guard who
routinely checks the hazardous waste storage area. The damaged
fence was not critical to security of the area

Sheller-Globe’s proposed penalty: $0.00. W 330

COUNT X: Failure to maintain or operate facility to minimize
the possibility of fire, etc. in violation of 40 CFR § 265.31.
The Complaint cites quantities of wood, brush, paper and other
trash at the storage area and also references two cardboard boxes
containing waste in the "mixing house." Since the time of the
inspection Sheller-Globe has cleaned up the area and removed all
trash which was located primarily along the fence line of the
storage area. In addition the wastes in the cardboard boxes were
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disposed of shortly after the 1985 inspection. The referenced
waste in the cardboard boxes were the laboratory chemicals,
described in COUNT III above and were stored in the "mixing house"
because that area was enclosed and provided much greater security
than the outside hazardous waste storage area. The storage of
those containers in the mixing house greatly minimized any poten-
tial for leak or rupture.

Sheller-Globe’s proposed penalty: $2,000.00. wao 1,150

COUNT XI: Failure to develop and follow a written schedule
for inspecting all monitoring equipment, safety and emergency
equipment, security devices, failure to conduct weekly or daily
inspections, as required and failure to document inspections in
violation of 40 CFR § 265.15. Since EPA’s 1985 inspection,
hazardous waste storage area has been inspected weekly and the
inspections noted on the inspection log. The inspection procedure
and log was revised in November of 1985 and July of 1986. Copies
of the inspection log have been provided to EPA. '

Sheéller-Globe’s proposed penalty: $100.00. W&o 459

We hope to hear from you as soon as possible with regard to
this proposal. If you believe that another meeting to discuss the
proposed penalty is necessary or will be of benefit, please let me
know. We certainly will be happy to attend such a meeting.

Please dive me a call if you have any further questions.

Sincerely yours,

O T

Diana C. Dutton

DCD/ 1mk

cc: Ms. Jane Werholtz
Mr. Greg Sautter
Mr. Andy Edgar
Mr. Larry King
Mr. Rocco A. Barbieri
Regional Hearing Clerk
EPA Region VII



SHELLER GIDBE

April 22, 1987

Jane Werholtz

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
726 Minnesota Avenue

Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Dear Ms. Werholtz:

This letter is in response to your letter of March 31, 1987, concerning
the handling and storage of Hazardous Waste at our plant in Keokuk,

Iowa. Your letter, with attached Compliance Order, was the result of a
U.S. E.P.A. inspection of the hazardous waste management program at our
Keokuk Plant on August 27 and 28, 1985.

A review of our files indicated that as a result of this inspection, a
program, to address and correct those deficiencies identified, was
developed and implemented. A letter describing this corrective program
was sent to the U.S. E.P.A. Apparently, this letter was never received
by the U.S. E.P.A.. However, the program was 1mp1emented to correct
those deficiencies identified by that inspection.

We have attached a copy of that letter (Attachment I) addressing those
deficiencies for your review. In regard to those corrective actionms
indicated in your compliance ‘order, the following actions have been
taken:

1. Waste analysis of paint filters, waste cleaning vat residue and waste
cleaning solutions.

Attached are copies of laboratory results (Attachment II) for the
paint sludge and paint filter generated from our painting operationms.
The results indicated that the paint sludge- from our waterwash spray
paint booths and the paint filters from our dry filter spray paint
booths are non-hazardous.

Also attached are the laboratory results (Attachment III) on the sludge
and wastewater generated from our mold cleaning operation.

2. Handling of paint sludge, paint filters, molding cleaning sludge and
wastewater.

The paint sludge and filters are non-hazardous waste. These waste
streams were and are being disposed of at hazardous and mnon-hazardous
waste landfills. The sludge from the mold cleaning operation is
hazardous due to the leachability of cadmium. This sludge which is

Keokuk Plant 3200 Main Street P.O. Box 727 Keokuk, IA 52632 319/524-4560



removed from the tanks twice a year, will be collected and placed into
drums. The sludge will be disposed of at a hazardous waste landfill.
The wastewater from this operation will be treated and discharged to the
sanitary sewer. (1400 gallon/year) - -

3. Use of hazardous waste manifests for waste transported by
Safety-Kleen Corporation.

A copy of the manifest (Attachment IV) for a shipment on November 26,
1985 of this waste is attached. This serves as evidence of the use of a
manifest for this type of waste. All shipments of this waste have been
manifested since that time. '

4, Submission to the U.S. E.P.A. of a revised Part A Hazardous Waste
Permit Application.

Attached you will find a copy of the revised part A permit application
(Attachment V) which was submitted to your agency on August 19, 1986.

5. Submit copies of hazardous waste manifests to indicate shipment of
excess inventory. '

Attached are copies of manifests (Attachment VI) for November 1985 and
January 1986 to document removal of excess hazardous waste. In addition
approximately 100 of the drums in the hazardous waste storage area
contained paint sludge from our waterwash paint booth. These drums of
paint sludge were temporarily stored in the hazardous waste storage
area, pending laboratory test results. The laboratory test results
(Attachment II) indicated that this waste was non-hazardous and the
waste was removed from the storage area.

6. Separate waste methylene chloride containers from containers of waste
corrosives.

The drums containing waste corrosives were separated in September from
the other drums of hazardous waste. These waste corrosives were in
plastic lined drums and posed no major threat to the other types of
hazardous waste in the storage area.

7. Submit a copy of the revised inspection schedule and inspection log.
Since the August 27 & 28, 1985 inspection, the hazardous waste storage
. area has been inspected weekly and the inspections are noted on the
inspection log. The inspection procedure and log was revised in
November of 1985 and July of 1986. Copies of the inspection log
(Attachment VII) are attached.

8. Submit documentation that all personnel training deficiencies have’
been corrected.

Attached is a copy of the Keokuk Plant Hazardous Waste Management
Training Program.(Attachment VIII). Also attached you will find copies
of hazardous Waste Training Records (Attachment IX) to document training
of plant personnel.



9. Submit a revised Facility Contingency Plan.

Attached you will find a copy of our revised Facility Contingency Plan
(Attachment X) which was revised in 1985. Also attached, are copies of
the U.S. post Office receipt (Attachment X) indicating delivery of the

Revised Keokuk Contingency Plan to the local emergency organizationms.

10. Submit revised Waste Analysis Plan.

Attached is a copy of our Waste Analysis Plan (Attachment XI) which was

revised in 1986.

11. Install an alarm or other emergency communication device in the
hazardous waste storage area.

As indicated in our September 10, 1985 letter, (Attachment I) a

telephone was located in the building adjacent to the hazardous waste

storage area. In October 1986, a telephone was installed in the
hazardous waste storage area.

12. Move the bottles containing hazardous waste laboratory chemicals
into the hazardous waste storage area.

In June of 1985, our laboratories in the plant were relocated. As a
result of these relocations, obsolete laboratory chemicals were
collected and stored in the Plant Paint mixing area for final
identification and proper disposal. -These laboratory chemicals were
sorted and identified. Half of the chemicals were identified as

non-hazardous material. The other half consisted of paint, flammable

glue, flammable solvent, chlorinated solvent, and isocyanates, etc..
and were compatible with the hazardous waste streams, which are

generated by the manufacturing operations of this plant. The laboratory

chemicals were consolidated with our normal hazardous wastes.
13. Submit analytical results for the laboratory chemicals.

As indicated in item 12, the obsolete laboratory chemicals were
identified from the labels on the containers. No outside laboratory
services were needed.

14, Submit amended closure plan and implemént closure plan upon
approval.

On October 16, 1986, a letter and the Keokuk Plant Closure Plan
(Attachment XII) ) were sent the the U.S. E.P.A., Region VII. This
letter indicated our disqualifications from the use of the financial

test to demonstrate financial responsibility. The letter also requested
review and approval of our Closure Plan. We are presently awaiting U.S.

E.P.A. review and approval of our Closure Plan so that we can
immediately implement the plan.



15. Establish and maintain liability coverage for sudden accidental
occurrences.

As indicated in item 17, we have lost our mechanism for liability
coverage. We are presently shipping our hazardous waste off-site for
disposal or reclaimation within ninety (90) days of generation.
Sheller-Globe Corporation has made and is presently making application
to insurance companies to obtain this type of liability coverage.
Documentation of this application will be submitted with our first
monthly report regarding our progress on establishing liability
coverage.

16. Submit monthly report concerning our progress to obtain liability
coverage.

A monthly report on our progress obtaining liability coverage will be
submitted to the U.S. E.P.A., Region VII on the 15th of each month,
starting with May of 1987.

In addition to the above mentioned activities, a number of other
corrective actions have been implemented to upgrade our hazardous waste
management program at this plant. These corrective actions will be
reviewed with your staff at our meeting on April 24, 1987.

We hope that the information contained in this letter, is an indication
of our good faith effort and desire to comply with all hazardous waste
laws and regulations. :

If you have any questions concerning the content of this letter, please
contact Gregory Sautter at (419) 476-8901 or Andy Edgar at (319)

524-4560 ext. # 226.

Sincerely,

alter D.”Hunnicutt
Plant Manager

cc: A. Edgar
G. Sautter
L. King
D. Dutton

ENC

GS/gs



